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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This case has been carefully reviewed and analyzed in view of the Office 
Action dated 28 June 2006. Responsive to the Office Action, Claim 1 has been 
amended. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Claims 1-12 under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, second paragraph as being indefinite for reciting insufficient antecedent basis 
for the limitation "the lecture area" on line 15 of Claim 1. Claims 2-12 were 
rejected as being based upon Independent Claim 1. However, the Examiner kindly 
indicated that Claims 1-12 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph. 

Accordingly, Claim 1 has been amended to overcome the 35 U.S.C. §112 
rejection. Thus, Claim 1 should now be allowable. Claims 2-12 should also be 
allowable since they are dependent upon Independent Claim 1. 

It is now believed that the subject Patent Application has been placed in 
condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 
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No fees are believed to be due with this Amendment. If there are any 
charges associated with this filing, the Honorable Commissioner for Patents is 
hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account #1 8-201 1 for such charges. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
For: ROSENBERG, KLEIN & LEE 
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